The article below is a general review and it is dedicated to a regional identity phenomenon and sociocultural features of its formation. The key to understanding processes of different types of identities formation is carrying out researches on national and ethnic cultural processes. The present article gives a brief analytical and critical review of scientific works and articles of other authors written on the aforesaid topic. The subject of ethnocultural identity influence on the formation of national self-consciousness is revealed. The main method is critical analytics of the modern researches on the problem of regional identification and self-identification. The emphasis is put on the researches which focus on the Siberian regions of the Russian Federation. The modern problemacy of the ways of regional identity and self-identity formation reveals through the soft power of the cultural policy
Introduction
Worldwide interest in the concepts of identification and identity has been increasing during last decades (Brejda et al., 2000; Cheng et al., 2005; Galkin, 2014; Il'beikina et al., 2015; Koptseva & Kirko, 2014a; Paasi, 2013; Prokkola et al., 2015; Raagmaa, 2002; Terada, 2003; Zamaraeva et al., 2015, etc.) . Identity has become a prizm, through which major features of modern life are overlooked, evaluated and studied. Russian researches have already accumulated certain experience in studying regional cultural identities. Besides, studying the mechanisms of Russian cultural identity in general is also in process. "Studying the mechanisms of transformation of ethnic and -407 -Anastasia M. Obmorokova and Natalia O. Nemaeva. The Formation of Regional Identity in the Space of the Siberian… cultural (ethnocultural) identity into national identity has great significance for the polyethnic cultural society of modern Russia" (Antonova, 2010) . A number of scientists argue that the key to understanding processes of different types of identities formation is carrying out researches on national and ethnic cultural processes (Assmann & Czaplicka, 1990; Friedman, 1994; Grossberg, 1996; Hall, & Du Gay, 1996; Kistova et al., 2014a; Koptseva & Kirko, 2015; Reznikova, 2015; Santos, 2015; Sitnikova, 2014; Ward & Searle, 1991; Wrobel & Steiner, 1997, etc) .
Nowadays there are three main research approaches to understanding the origins of ethnos and ethnicity. Social constructivism's approach is connected with the postulate which says that ethnicity is a social construct (ethnos is not a given, it is a result of a specific activity).
On the contrary, primordialism (ethnos as initial and unchangeable unity of people bound by blood has permanent features) is based on the axiom which says that ethnicity is a natural social quality, an attribute of social groups, a primordial (fundamental and inborn) social constant. The third approach is a blend of primordialism and social constructivism which claims that ethnicity is the result of deliberate political influence on social and cultural processes in particular elitist social subjects. That is why ethnicity is historically temporal, its historical time is predetermined by political (ideologically expressed) will of economic elitist subjects.
Given approach, being a mix of primordialistic and social constructivists' ideas as a way of understanding ethnicity, was widespread in the mid 70s in the Western ethnology.
Ethnocultural identity in Alexander G. Dugin's conception
The conception of ethno-symbolism, developed by a British sociologist and philosopher Anthony Smith, says that nation is connected with ethnos as with natural social unity, but nation itself is an artificial construct.
Ethnocultural identity inevitably exists in the national construct, Anthony Smith claims. "It remains not only in the artificially supported national collective consciousness, but also in the collective unconsciousness, usually in socially negative forms. Ethnic identity dissolves in a nation, it is forced out through various social phobias: migrant phobia, xenophobia, racism (including biological and/or cultural), nazism, chauvinism, etc." (Koptseva, 2014а) .
Philosopher and sociologist prof. Alexander G. Dugin bases his original conception on the Gilbert Durand's sociology of depth and correlates ethnos -folk -nation within the frameworks of structural sociology (Drozdova, 2011; Dugin, 2010 Dugin, , 2011 . He introduces the notion of mythos for researchers as it is a significant part of the formation of a region as a specific social-political and institutional space (Collier & Thomas, 1988; Gerasimov, 2013; Khrapova, 2011; Mansurov, 2011; Shusharina, 2013; Smolicz, 1991; Szabo & Ward, 2015; Ting-Toomey et al., 2000) .
Regional identity in modern Russia
According to T. Z. This soft power favours construction of images, constants and concepts in a cultural space through preservation of national traditions and customs and its transmission to spectators via works of art and culture (Bell, 2015; Fraser, 2015; Koptseva & Kirko, 2014b; Lam, 2007; Libakova et al., 2014; Nye, 1990; Yang, 2015, etc The authors of a number of researches on the peculiarities of regional identities of the Krasnoyarsk city and the Krasnoyarsk territory residents use a concept called Siberian identity (Anisimova & Echevskaya, 2012; Koptseva, 2014b; Reznikova, 2013; Shvetsov, 2013; Sunderland, 1996) . That means our territory is rich with certain distinctive features which The Motherland concept and its image as a mother of land have always been closely connected with the Russian mentality. "Mentality is peculiar memory of a nation about its past; history on the one hand is historical evidence, on the other hand historical fiction, it is special correction of the past: it should have been that instead of it was that" (Bagicheva, 2008) .
Uniqueness of our Siberian land creates prerequisites to the formation of a special attitude to the image of our small homeland.
A.E. Zainutdinov, the author of an article devoted to the problems of regional development of Siberia, examines the history of the Siberian regional identity studying the contribution to this process made by a famous public figure and a publicist of the 60s, M.N. Yadrincev (Zainutdinov, 2014) . (Namlinskaya, 2006) .
Conclusion
Summing up everything written above, the conclusion is that regional identity and its formation as other types of identity (national, ethnic, individual) 
